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Carnival is over 


The “multi-racial society” died a little 
more last month when the Notting Hill 
Carnival again turned into an excuse for 
assaults on the police, mugging, looting and 
indiscriminate stabbings and beatings of 
innocent White people. Reporters at the 
scene spoke of a “mass hysteria” which 
seemed to grip hordes of young Blacks who, 
they said, were irresistibly attracted to areas 
of violence or developing tension. The 
ensuing mayhem represented, without any 
question, another ‘nail hammered firmly into 
the coffin of the “multi-racial concept”. 

This time, no excuse could possibly be 
offered. The media, both newspapers and tele- 
vision ,positively fell over themselves to present 
a favourable picture of pre-Carnival jollity and 
a universal wish to avoid the violence of the 
previous year. The “low-profile” maintained 
by the police was so low that mass muggings 
were permitted to occur in sight of the 
police for three hours before they inter- 
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vened. All this, plus stewards too. | 

The end of it all, nevertheless, was a 
riot. The plain fact of the matter, obvious 
now to anyone who has managed to retain 
a particle of independent thinking under the 
barrage of propaganda, is that multi-racialism 
doesn’t work and never will work. Tension, 
animosity, hate are inevitable. Blacks, whose 
psychology is totally different from that of 
Europeans, are quite clearly prone to an 
irresistible criminal and violent urge in a 
multi-racial society. The absurd excuse of 
social deprivation to explain Black mugging 
can hardly be applied to acts of violence at 
a “fun carnival”. 

All this is obvious to the opponent of 
multi-racialism. The important thing is that, 
deep down in the murky recesses of the 
liberal soul, the multi-racialists realise it too. 
Whatever their claims may be to the 
contrary, they know in their hearts that the 
experiment of a multi-racial society has 
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Fun at the Carnival 


already failed. The carnival is definitely over. 
All that remains is for the people to arrive 
who will clear up the mess for good and all. 


NAF, NF and freedom 


Some of the most vicious attacks on 
the National Front in the aftermath of the 
events at Lewisham and Ladywood have 
come, not only from the Left, but from the 
orthodox political “Right”, from the 
Conservative party and its newspapers, and 
the National Association for Freedom. 

They specialised in one particular kind 
of smear. Exemplified by Robert Moss in an 
article in the Daily Telegraph, this was to 
label the National Front as “socialist”. By 
this ploy they hoped to alienate from the 
NF the kind of conservative, patriotic 
element in the population who would not 
be impressed at all by attacks on the NF’s 
opposition to coloured immigration and 
other such patriotic policies. 

It was also remarkable to observe how 
NAF and the Tory party, standing as they 
constantly remind us for. “freedom” and 
“individual rights”, singularly failed to speak 
up for the National Front’s right to march 
peacefully in support of its beliefs, and to do 
so through the firmest application of the law 
against communist terrorism. No, rather 
than make that stand on behalf of the 
much cherished Tory virtue of “freedom”’, 
the Conservative “Right” preferred to class 
the National Front with the very perpetrators 
of the violence — the thugs of the Socialist 
Workers Party — denouncing all as 
“extremists and wreckers”. Indeed, the 
National Front was itself represented as a 
“threat to individual liberty’’, since it is not 
only “extreme” but also, allegedly, 
“socialist”’. 

This latter nonsense, of course, stems 
from the modern Tories’ obsession with the 
liberal economic free-for-all. Indeed, the 
mad rush to don the clothes of liberalism in 
general has led the modern Tory to exalt 
“freedom” (except for the NF) as the 
highest political virtue in every sphere of our 


national life. This is in spite of the fact that 
the major threat today is not to liberty but 
to ordered society. Britain is suffering, not 
from a dearth of freedom, but from freedom 
run riot, in short, anarchy. 


Tory anarchism 


This tendency can be seen in the 
thinking of today’s most active Tory 
pressure group, the National Association for 
Freedom, which, as its name implies, is 
obviously more preoccupied with the threat 
to “freedom” than the threat to authority 
and order. 

In its statement of policy the NAF 
lists 15 points of principle. All of them begin 
either with the word “Freedom” or the 
words “The right”. The whole of the NAF’s 
declaration of faith seems concerned with 
freedoms and rights; there is no mention in 
any one of these 15 points of the word 
‘duty’ or any word of the same meaning. It 
is stated in a preamble that the listed 
freedoms should exist as a condition of the 
“duty of personal allegiance to the Sovereign” 
but as to what practical duties this should 
involve there is no clue given..- 

Point 1 for which the NAF campaigns 
is “the Right to be defended against the 
country’s enemies”, but the NAF neglects 
then to say that this right should be combined 
with the duty, if able bodied and of serving 
age, to contribute to that defence. Point 2 
talks of “The right to live under the Queen’s 
peace” but not of the duty to observe the 
Queen’s peace. Point 5 is concerned with 
“Freedom of speech and publication”. We 
would not quarrel with that if it were 
qualified by the inclusion of the duty not to 
abuse that right in the preaching of sedition. 
Point 9 is “The right to private ownership”’. 
We would have added to that the duty to 
put private wealth to use for the national 
good. We doubt if the NAF would agree 
with us on this, since it states in Point 10 
“The right to dispose or convey property by 
deed or will” but neglects to say that 
property should be disposed of in a manner 
that ensures its keeping by the nation and 
continued use for the nation. That is hardly 
surprising when the first part of Point 11 
says ‘Freedom to exercise choice of personal 
priority in spending ...”’ but omits the duty 
to purchase, where possible, the produce of 
British industry in preference to that of 
foreign industry. 

NAF is simply echoing the voice of the 
new Toryism by emphasising the freedoms 
and rights that the individual should possess 
viz-a-viz the State but is afraid to mention 
the duties that the individual should hold 
towards the State and Nation. A truly 
civilised and stable society requires that the 
first are conditional upon the second. The 
freedom of the civilised being, as distinct 
from the wild animals, demands order as its 
environment and as its parent. The National 
Front alone among parties recognises this; 
the Tories either have forgotten it or are 
frightened of facing it. 


Carter copies NF 


Most of President Carter’s policies are 
bad for America and bad for the world. On 
the other hand, on the rare occasion that he 
comes out with a good policy it is hardly 
surprising to know that he has pinched it 
from someone else. 

Last month it was announced that the 
President has introduced a new welfare 
programme for the US under which most of 
those applying for state welfare benefits 
would be compelled to earn them by work 
on specially organised public service projects. 
Exempt from this obligation would be the 
blind, the disabled and heads of ‘single 
parent families’ (in most cases people once 
known as women with illegitimate children). 

With some reservations about the 
exemption of the last named category, we 
would applaud this programme. It is in fact 
the programme, by and large, of the 
National Front, outlined in the NF policy 
booklet Beyond Capitalism and Socialism. 
Under this programme we would cease to 
institutionalise the ‘something-for-nothing’ 
philosophy of life and would discourage 
shirkers from poncing on social security. 

Those reporting as unemployed who 


-were able bodied and of working age would 


be given a reasonable period to go after jobs 
offered them. If after this period they had 
repeatedly turned jobs down they would be 
required to perform public works in order to 
qualify for any state benefits sought by 
them. Numerous public works could be 
provided in every locality, albeit on a very 
small scale. Streets need to be kept clean and 
free from litter. Public facilities, such as 
railway stations, street signs, letter boxes 
and telephone kiosks, need to be given 
regular coats of paint. Railway carriage 
windows need to be cleaned. Public buildings 
need to be kept clean and tidy. Even where 
it is not convenient to organise larger 


_ projects, these mundane tasks always need 


doing. They can be done without putting 
anyone else out of work for, quite clearly, 
judging by the present state of such facilities 
all over Britain, their upkeep is more than. 
the present public work force can cope with. 

We do not claim that such a programme 
would be super efficient. But at least it 
would provide a deterrent to those who 
today think state welfare is the passport to 
a life spent on their backsides. 


Workers against Reds 


Whether or not the rebellion by 
workers at Leyland’s Longbridge plant 
against the strike organised by Communist 
shop stewards had anything to do with the 
substantial National Front support there, it 
was nevertheless an event of great signifi- 
cance. 

It was one of those occasions, less 
dramatic certainly than the marches of 
dockers and Smithfield porters against 
immigration, when British workers reacted 
spontaneously against something essentially 


subversive and anti-British. Of course, most 
of them doubtless acted out of intelligent 
self-interest — they realised that the 
management was offering a better deal and 
that the Communist-inspired strike was an 
unnecessary wrecking operation. 

Even so, the rebellion exposed the 
weakness of the extreme left-wing manipu- 
lation of the whole labour movement. It 
showed that workers may support such left- 
wing inspired industrial disruption when the 
Left are shrewd enough to exploit genuine 
grievances. But they will never support it as 
a matter of course, and out of political 
commitment. Indeed they will react violently 
against the Left when they realise that they 
are being exploited politically, to the 
detriment of their wage packet and job 
security. 

This must be a good thing. The Long- 
bridge rebellion proved that British workers 
will follow responsible political leadership 
on the factory floor, not merely left-wing 
leadership. There is a vacuum to be filled by 
a Nationalist industrial organisation. In this 
context it is interesting that the far left trade 
union leadership can mobilise thousands to 
march against unemployment, but only a 
pitiful handful against such things as “‘anti- 
racialism”. The point is that the Left can 
gain workers’ allegiance on the gut issues, 
but rarely on the political ones, for working 
class sentiment is fundamentally nationalist. 
What Nationalists have to show is that they 
can provide equally effective leadership 
where it affects workers’ pockets. 


Sick to death 


We believe that the age of egalitarian 
liberalism in which we live is not only 
fundamentally wrong in its beliefs, but also 
positively evil, not ‘“‘enlightened”. How, 
though, is this to be demonstrated as a fact, 
rather than as simply an expression of an 
opposite belief? How do you convince, for 
example, the foolish correspondent to the 
Times who, in commenting on the interview 
with the Chairman of the National Front last 
month, stated that liberalism was not the 
unique destructive phenomenon of the last 
100 years, but an essentially British quality 
of tolerance going back to Shakespeare’s 
time? (He evidently forgot that Elizabeth I 
ordered the “‘blackamoors”’ to be “sent forth 
from the land’’). 

The answer to this question lies in the 
recent statement by Sir Andrew Huxley in 
his address to the British Association. He 
said that information on race and genetic 
inheritance was being warped to suit modern 
egalitarian beliefs. Scientific investigation 
was being barred; truth, and facts, were 
being twisted “for ideological purposes’. 
This he described as “‘sinister’’. 

A society whose basic beliefs are 
founded upon deceit and the deliberate 
suppression of truth and honest investigation 
is not only a society that is evil by nature, 
but a deeply sick society doomed to destruc- 
tion. 
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DEVELOPING A NOSE FOR 
‘SOCIALIST WORKERS’ 


IT is not enough simply to oppose Com- 
munism. To fight it you have to understand 
its nature and what — or rather who — lies 
behind it. In this feature, with the aid of a 
rogues gallery, we hope to enable readers to 
see behind the facade of communist violence 
and to develop a nose for red revolutionaries. 

Pictured here are some of the key 
leaders of the Trotskyite Socialist Workers 
Party, members of .a criminal conspiracy 
which organised the violence against the 
police and the National Front during last 
month’s NF march through Lewisham. 

The reader will immediately notice, 
not only the psychopathic stare of the eyes 
which characterises warped personalities in 
rebellion against society, but their distinctly 
alien features. Many of these communist 
aliens attempt to hide their foreignness by 
the adoption of a pseudonym, following 
the practice of their mentor “Leon Trotsky”’, 


Ygael Gluckstein 


whose real name was Lev Davidovitch 
Bronstein. None of these aliens are, of 
course, “‘workers”. They all come from 
comfortable families of rich plutocrats. 

The most cynical use of the pseudo- 
nym is that of SWP leader Ygael Gluckstein, 
who calls himself “Tony Cliff’, a name with 
a disarming Anglo-Saxon ring to it. In fact, 
Gluckstein is an Israeli citizen and was born 
on a kibbutz near Haifa. 

Gluckstein only manages to reside in 
Britain as a result of his marriage in 1947 to 
another alien revolutionary, Chanie Rosen- 
berg, daughter of a wealthy South African 
businessman. Rosenberg is a teacher and 
leads the Trotskyite teachers’ group, Rank 
and File, an SWP front organisation. 

The money which keeps the SWP 
going comes from Chanie Roserberg’s 
brother, Michael Kidron, who in the 1950’s 
bought himself a luxurious home in 
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Chanie Rosenberg 


Hampstead with the family’s money and set 
up the SWP’s Pluto Press. It is only through 
the financial support of this rich cosmo- 
politan that the SWP can produce its weekly 
tag, Socialist Worker. This is edited by yet 
another alien, Chris Harman, who replaced 
alien Roger Protz when the International 
Socialists split to form the SWP. 

Steve Jeffreys is the SWP central 
committee member who played a key role 
in organising the vicious rioting against the 
police in Lewisham. Defending the use of 
knives and bottles, he told the press: “Since 
the police have no inhibitions about 
throwing bricks and using police horses and 
riot shields, intent on allowing the Nazis 
(sic) to march, we will use the means 
necessary to stop them.” Jeffreys’ real name 


Steve Jeffreys 


Danny Phillips 


is not known, but a glance at his photograph 
and the fact that he comes from a “‘comfor- 
table North London home” are sufficient 
indications of his alien pedigree. 

We need hardly waste time on Danny 
Phillips, the SWP solicitor and member of 
the Lewisham 24 Defence Committee set up 
to support Black muggers arrested by the 
police. Again, a glance at Mr. Phillips’ 
physiognomy reveals him to be the lowest 
type of minority alien. 

’ Paul Holborow(itz?), son of wealthy 
parents and educated at Charterhouse public 
school, is another SWP leader of un-British 


Paul Holborow 


appearance. His teacher wife is a member 
of Chanie Rosenberg’s Rank and File 
organisation. 

Communism now, as ever, is a foreign 
creed. From the days of Karl Marx it has 
never been the creation of ordinary working 
men in any country, but of wealthy cosmo- 
politan aliens whose aim has been to destroy 
civilised society through chaos and seize 
power by exploiting the grievances of real 
workers. 


e RACE MIXER JAILED FOR 
FRAUD 


We always knew that “Community Relations” 
race-mixers were con-men, but it seems that 
Barnet Community Relations Council hack 
Reginald Marks went from one good fraud 
to another. Last month it cost him three 
years in jail. 

Barnet Community Relations Council, 
chaired by a Communist Immigrant, had six 
Zionists among its members, including 
Reginald Marks, a solicitor, Conservative 
GLC councillor and friend of Reginald 
Maudling. (Poor Reggie, he does have an 
uncanny talent for mixing in bad company). 

Last month Marks was found guilty, 
along with one Leonard Davis, of conspiracy 
to defraud the Bank of Scotland of £750,000. 
The fraud was a property swindle in which 
money was raised from the Bank on inflated 
property deals involving companies formed 
by Davis. 

“I did not realise Davis was defrauding 
the Bank of Scotland,” said Marks giving 
evidence in his defence. “I had no part in it. 
I didn’t connect up these things at the time.” 
Ho, ho. 

The biggest single property purchase in 
the case was that of the luxury Hamble 
Manor Hotel, a favourite haunt of Edward 
Heath and the “yachting” fraternity. The 
court heard that local residents were worried 
about the “‘goings on” at the hotel. The 
prosecution said that the hotel was milked 
of its profits and exploited for the entertain- 
ment of members of a criminal conspiracy. 

Inquiries are still going on in connection 
with a total sum of £1% million. Three more 
trials will follow involving more than eight 


defendants and three solicitors. Extradition - 


proceedings have started against one accused 
who has absconded to Israel. 


@ MOUTH WHERE HIS MONEY IS 


Is it not a little surprising that Eldon Griffiths, 
at one time one of those “right wing” Tories 
who three years ago called for a check on 
coloured Immigration, should have attacked 
the National Front as an “insignificant and 
squalid minority of hooligans” before an 
Anglo-Asian Society meeting at Ipswich last 
month? 

Not really so surprising. Eldon Griffiths 
is a director of a company called Natural Gas 
Tubes Ltd., which last June had their new 
£5 million factory at Tredegar opened by 
the Prince of Wales. The chairman of the 


company is Mr. Swraj Paul, a member of a 
tich Indian family who own a shipping line 
in India and several steel mills, and who 
came to this country to settle in 1967. The 
next most important director is Mr. J. A. 
Leek, a Zionist who is the company’s financial 
wizard and who previously worked for 
Rothschilds Merchant Bank. Swraj Paul is 
also chairman of the Anglo-Asian Society in 
Britain and extremely pally with Michael 
Foot. Foot was also present at the factory 
opening in June along with Eldon Griffiths, 
all pals together. 

Foot was thanked profusely by Swraj 
Paul for the help he had given Natural Gas 
Tubes in getting their site at Tredegar — 
particularly since, as a depressed area, a 
government grant of £1% million went into 
their coffers, not to mention a loan from the 
EEC for our rich Indian Immigrant of a 
further £% million. 

Now you know why Eldon Griffiths 
addresses meetings of Indian Immigrants 
and slurs the National Front. 


e THE FACTS OF DEFENCE CUTS 


Britain has fewer tanks and fewer modern jet 
aircraft than either Egypt or Syria; and on 
full mobilisation of all reserve manpower we 
have smaller armed forces than Switzerland, 
Sweden or even Finland. Apart from the 
Royal Navy’s Polaris submarines and the 
R.A.F.’s V-bomber force, which are nuclear 


“final resort” weapons, Britain’s defences 
are now weaker than at any time this 
century. Service chiefs believe that Britain’s 
armed forces, because of reductions in vital 
war reserve stocks, have only a matter of 
days’ fighting capability. 

Meanwhile, Russia is building up a 
fleet of nearly 1,000 long-range supersonic 
bombers so quickly that Britain would be 
“overwhelmed” in any conflict, say Air 
chiefs. Russia’s new long-range bomber is 
aimed specifically at Britain. 

At present the R.A.F. has no equiva- 
lent to the Russian fleet of 1,000 swing- 
wing bombers. But in strict keeping with the 
defence cuts programme, a mere 400 swing- 
wing Tornados are to be built to counter the 
Soviet threat — half of them for strike attack 
and half for air defence! As if this were not 
pitiful enough, the left-wing of the Labour 
party wants defences to be cut still further 
to a point where the R.A.F. has no modern 
aircraft at all. 


National Front News 


Editor: Martin Webster 
A broadsheet published monthly in sup- 
port of the National Front. Subscriptions 
only for 5 copies or more. 12 issues of 5 
copies, £4.44. 


Reduced rates for bulk supplies given on 
request. Send 12p for sample copy now. 


New Nationalist Books 


The following are new, important titles available from Nationalist Books. Postage is 
shown in brackets. Please make cheques, P.O.’s etc. payable to “‘Nationalist Books”. 


SOVEREIGNTY AT BAY Raymond Vernon 50p (18%p) 

“Suddenly, it seems, the sovereign states are feeling naked. Concepts such as national 
sovereignty and national economic strength appear curiously drained of meaning” — 
preface. This book examines the role of the multinational corporations in this 
development. 1971. 317 pages. 


THE LIFE OF EZRA POUND Noel Stock £1.00 (25%p) 

A comprehensive and objective biography of one of the century’s most remarkable 
writers. Pound is a key figure in modern letters and his treatment after the war was a 
shameful example of the intolerance of liberal democracy. 1970. 610 pages. 


THE OFFSHORE ISLANDERS Paul Johnson £1.75 (25%p) 

A distinctive and original treatment of English history from the Roman invasion. The 
author states that: ‘The sober and unpopular truth is that whatever hope there is for 
mankind lies in the ingenuity and civilised standard of the West, above all in those 
western elements permeated by English ideas and tradition.” 1972. 635 pages. 


A COMMUNESE-ENGLISH DICTIONARY Roy Colby 65p (12p) 

It has long been apparent that communists apply their own specialist meanings to even 
commonplace words in order to distort their significance and pervert the truth. So 
much so that, according to the author, ‘Communese’ has become virtually a new 
language in its own right and here he provides a glossary. 1972. 123 pages. 


FABIAN FREEWAY Rose Martin £4.00 (56p) 

Since its first publication this book has been accepted as a standard authority on the 
development of socialism in Britain and the U.S. The author is a professional journalist 
who has brilliantly marshalled an imposing array of facts and names. 1966. 566 pages. 


ARTHUR'S BRITAIN Leslie Alcock £1.50 (25%p) 

A study of Britain between the fourth and seventh centuries when the British nation 
took shape, including a summary of what is known about our national hero. 1971. 415 
pages. 
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The Reds said “They shall not pass’, but... 


We marched thro 
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The NF column forms up in Achilles Street. The Reds, trapped in 


Clifton Rise by the police, attacked them even before the NF had =i ‘ : f- » 
arrived. Young NF activists wave the Union Jack as the march moves off. 
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NATIONS gas 


The National Front march 
moves down the High 
Street. 2,000 NF members, 
displaying Branch banners 
from all over the country, 
braved the bottles, bricks 
and paving stones hurled 
by the frantic Red mob. 


PRON 


The boot goes in hard. An 
NF activist defends him- 
self from Red thugs as 
they attack the NF column 
and try to tear down the 
Union Jack. Many com- 
munists learned the hard 
way that the National 
Front will not be driven 
off British streets. 
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ewisham 


The Colour 
Party leads the 
NF column 
through 

| Lewisham. 
people cheered 
the marchers 
from windows 
and balconies. 


The march 
concluded, the 
crowd listens to 
speakers at the 
rally in 
Cressingham 
Road. 
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NF Deputy Chairman Andrew Fountaine addresses the rally. Left, 


Two cowardly members of the Socialist Workers 
Party attack a policeman from behind. 


John Tyndall, NF Chairman, demands ruthless Government action 


et 
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National Activities Organiser, 
Martin Webster, wearing hard 
hat, tells pressmen that the NF 
will be marching again in October. 


“* 


Peter Williams, S.E. London Regional Organiser. against Red terrorism. Left, Richard Edmonds, Lewisham Branch 
Organiser. 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


Establishment conspirators 
and Red mobs fail to stop 
National Front advance! 


AUGUST 1977 will be seen as an historic month in the history of the National Front. It 
was the month when an alliance of top Marxists in the Labour Party, the Church and the 
Media, working in concert with the criminal thugs of the Trotskyite lunatic Left, and all 
co-ordinated by the Zionist Board of Deputies of British Jews, FAILED to get a National 
Front march banned by Law or stopped by violence. 


The march in question was the 
National Front’s “Clear the Muggers off the 
Streets!”” march through the S.E. London 
Borough of Lewisham which took place on 
Saturday 13th August. The march and the 
incidents which accompanied it triggered off 
a chain reaction of other incidents of major 
significance in the struggle against multi- 
racialism and alien domination of British 
political life. 

The very fact of the march taking 
place despite unprecedented opposition, 
political pressure before the event and 
unprecedented mob violence during it, is 
being seen by all but the most frenzied 
propagandists of the lunatic Left as a very 
considerable moral and propaganda victory 
for the National Front. 

In marching the NF won in fact not 
one victory, but several: 

FIRSTLY the  multi-racialists — 
especially the Zionists — were desperate to 
try and establish that following the passage 
into Law of the latest Race Relations Act 
(which had been drafted, as with previous 
editions, by leading Zionists outside Parlia- 
ment) that it was impossible under that Law 
to demonstrate in public in a manner hostile 
to multi-racialism. 

The Zionists and their Marxist minions 
hoped that the Act-would ring the death 
knell for the NF’s famous anti-Immigration 
marches. Such a halting of NF activity 
would be seen by increasingly demoralised 
rank-and-file multi-racialists as a “turn in the 
tide” in the steady advance of racialism in 
Britain. 

A quick victory over the NF on the 


first opportunity after the passing into Law. 


of the new Act was of vital psychological, 
political and legal significance for the 
Zionist sponsors of multi-racialism and their 
political allies. That “quick kill’? was denied 
them . . . and they are sick with rage and 
worry because of their failure. 


WE DID PASS! 


SECONDLY, the massed ranks of the 
Red ‘Rentamob’ — the Socialist Workers’ 
Party (formerly the I.S.), the International 
Marxist Group, the Communist Party of 
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Great Britain, and myriad other Trotskyite, 
Maoist and anarchist factions — FAILED in 
their declared intention of stopping the 
National Front marching through Lewisham 
— “by violence if necessary’’. 

The arrogant slogan of the Red Mob 
prior to the NF march was “They Shall Not 
Pass!” They declared that they would 
prevent the NF column even from moving 
off from its New Cross assembly place. They 
quite failed in that objective. The NF 
column marched from New Cross in the 
northern part of the Borough to the pre- 
arranged open-air meeting place off 
Lewisham High Street at the southern end 
of the Borough, where a rally was held as 
planned. 

THIRDLY the disciplined good 
conduct of NF members on the Lewisham 
march in the face of savage violence from 
the Red thugs, made it impossible for the 
majority of members of the public not to 
realise that the NF were the VICTIMS and 
NOT THE PERPETRATORS of political 
violence. This public realisation — highly 
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At the head of the ALCARAF column (left to right): Mayor Godsiff of Lewisham; Mike 


beneficial to the NF — was reinforced when 
Red-incited Blacks rioted against the Police 
and looted shops both during the Ladywood, 
Birmingham, Parliamentary by-election and 
at the Notting Hill Carnival in West London. 

FOURTHLY, the violence which 
attended the NF’s activities was seen not to 
have harmed NF electoral support. The 
Ladywood Parliamentary by-election result, 
declared on Thursday 18th August, showed 
that after all the attempts by the Media to 
associate the NF with responsibility for 
political violence, 6 per cent of the voters of 
Ladywood were prepared to vote NF — and 
50 per cent of the population of Ladywood 
are Coloured Immigrants! 

At least 12 per cent of the White elec- 


torate of Ladywood support the NF — and 
that compares very favourably with the 8 
per cent won in March at another Birmingham 
constituency — Stechford — which has a 
very much smaller Immigrant population 
than Ladywood. Very significantly, the NF 
beat the Liberal candidate in the Ladywood 
election. 

FIFTHLY the National Front has 
made absolutely fabulous IMPACT on the 
public mind as a result of the staggering 
amount of national and _ international 


publicity the Lewisham march and the 


Power, organiser of Lewisham Communist Party; Mervyn Stockwood, the Red Bishop of 
Southwark; and Martin Savitt, Chairman of the Zionist Defence Committee of the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews. Only the Morning Ster and the Jewish Chronicle reported that 
Savitt headed the column. Why did the rest of the media suppress that fact?. 


resultant Ladywood incidents. 

The leading pesonalities of the NF, for 
four weeks after the Lewisham march, have 
done little more ‘than give press, radio and 
TV interviews. Press cuttings received during 
the month are being calculated by weight 
rather than column inches! 

At the time this issue of Spearhead 
goes to press, new NF ‘recruits have been 
won at an average rate of 50 per day during 
August, and inquiries received at a rate of 
200 a day. 

Cash income over the month has 
doubled compared to the previous month — 
yet August is traditionally the quietest 
month due to holidays. During the two 
weeks following the Lewisham march 
£1,400 was received in anonymous donations 
alone . . . and the biggest of these was only 
£100! 


BEFORE THE MARCH 


The significance of these victories for 
the NF can best be estimated when the 


events which took place behind-the-scenes: 


BEFORE THE MARCH are taken into 
consideration. 

In a sense, the fuse for the explosion 
at Lewisham was lit on 6th May, 1977, when 
the leading Zionists and Marxists awoke to 
the news that on the previous day nearly a 
quarter of a million Britons had voted 
National Front in the local elections — 
119,000 of these in 91 Parliamentary consti- 
tuencies in Greater London which also 
double as ‘wards’ in Greater London Council 
elections. At least three constituencies have 
been lost to Labour as a result of the NF 
intervention. 

After ten years of smear leaflets, of 
vicious TV and radio hate programmes, of 
propaganda features without number in 
national and regional newspapers, hundreds 
of thousands of British voters refused to 
accept that the NF was a fire-breathing, 
jack-booted, gas chamber-building exter- 
mination squad, but that on the contrary it 
was a worthwhile new political party which 
offered hope for the future and not betrayals 
as perpetrated by the Establishment’s 
political parties. 

That big vote for the NF last May was 
an alarm bell which set the NF’s most 
implacable, most highly organised and most 
powerful enemies — the Zionists of the 
Board of Deputies of British Jews — on a 
course of frantic action. 

For years they had deputed other 
people, other organisations, to do their dirty 
work against the NF (always with advice and 
money from behind the scenes), but clearly 
their minions and front organisations had let 
them down. Now they would have to set 
about involving themselves in the fray! 

To that end they set up a co-ordinating 
anti-National Front body called The All 
London Anti-Racialist and Anti-Fascist 
Committee. Despite its name, this body is 
organised to function on a nationwide basis. 
It seeks to organise and embrace anti-NF 


organisations and individuals from the Left of 
the Conservative party, through the Liberal 
and Labour parties, the Communist Party, 
the S.W.P. and the I.M.G. and all the various 
West Indian and Asian Immigrant 
organisations . . . in addition of course, to 
the complete Zionist apparatus. 

All this and more was admitted by 
Zionist Guardian journalist Martin Walker 
who was the platform speaker at one of the 
first meetings of the co-ordinating body 
which was held, significantly, in a Golders 
Green Synagogue. Principal leaders of the 
co-ordinating body are Martin Savitt, Chair- 
man of the so-called Defence Committee of 
the Board of Deputies of British Jews (a 
former organiser of AJEX — the Association 
of Jewish Ex-Servicemen); Dr. Jacob 
Gewirtz, Chief Executive of the Defence 
Committee; and Mr. Greville Janner, MP., 
the Board of Deputies’ leading Parliamen- 
tarian outside the Cabinet. 


LEWISHAM BOILS UP 


Co-incidental with the development of 
this group, racial conflict was breaking out 
in Lewisham following the arrest by Police 
of more than 20 young Blacks who are 
alleged to have been involved in “mugging” 
offences. 

One of the constituent groups of the 
All London Anti-Racist and Anti-Fascist 
Committee (organised by Savitt and Co.), 
the Socialist Workers’ Party, mobilised on 
behalf of the arrested Black youths and set 
up the “Lewisham 24 Defence Committee’’. 
Organiser of this Defence Committee was a 
young half-caste Black called Kim Gordon. 
Kim Gordon is of half Black, half Jewish 
parentage. He was brought up among the 
Red Guards of Communist China, where his 
parents resided during the period of the 
“Cultural Revolution”. 

Gordon and the S.W.P. organised 
during June and July numerous provocative 
anti-White, anti-Police | demonstrations 
through Lewisham from New Cross under 
the slogan: “The Police are the REAL 
Muggers!”” These demonstrations attracted 
the opposition of South London NF 
Activists and, after a number of confron- 
tations, the NF decided that the time had 
come to restore White peoples’ morale in 
Lewisham by holding a “Drive the Muggers 
off the Streets!” march and rally. The date 
set for this was 13th August. 

Immediately, Savitt and friends of the 
All London Committee set to work, and in 
a trice an All Lewisham Anti-Racialist and 
Anti-Fascist Committee was set up — a body 
which came to be known as ALCARAF. 

In national press publicity immediately 
prior to the NF march ALCARAF was 
portrayed as being comprised only of 
“respectable” and “non-violent” opponents 
of the NF. That impression was a deliberate 
lie. The committee of ALCARAF is com- 
prised of representatives of: The Labour 
Group on Lewisham Borough Council; the 
Lewisham Labour Party; the Lewisham 


Communist Party; Lewisham Community 
Relations workers; various Lewisham 
Immigrant organisations; the Socialist 
Workers Party and the “Lewisham 24 
Defence Committee’; the International 
Marxist Group; the Lewisham Trades 
Council; journalists from the S.E. London 
Mercury newspaper; Priests and Vicars of 
various Lewisham churches, led by the Red 
Bishop of Southwark, Mervyn Stockwood; 
and, of course, local Zionist representatives. 

The prime objective of the ALCARAF 
was to get the NF march banned. This the 
committee hoped to do by a two-pronged 
approach. 

Firstly, the extreme-Left wing 
supporters of the committee, in their own 
names, threatened massive violence against 
the NF march. It was hoped that the threats 
of violence from the ultra-Left groups 
connected with ALCARAF, such as the 
S.W.P. and the I.M.G. would either intimidate 
the NF into calling off its march, or 
intimidate the Police into exercising their 
powers under the Public Order Act into 
banning the NF march in the interests of 
avoiding a riot. 


SWELLING THE NUMBERS 


As part of their plan, the ultra-Left 
groups announced that they would “‘occupy” 
the site that the NF had already agreed with 
the Police would be the NF assembly point 
at 2.30 p.m. — Clifton Rise, New Cross. 

Secondly, in support of this ultra- 
Left provocation, the Bishop Stockwood, 
the Mayor of Lewisham (Godsiff) and 
various local Labour M.P.’s announced that 
ALCARAF would hold a “‘peaceful’’ counter- 
demonstration to the NF march. They 
declared that the ALCARAF march would 
start at the unusually early time of 11.00 
a.m. in the morning. The reason for this 
early start became clear when the ALCARAF 
spokesmen declared that they would see to 
it that their “‘peaceful’’ march ended as near 
as they could bring it to the NF’s assembly 
point (so as to “greet the NF march” they 
said) — the place which the ultra-Red 
groups had announced that they planned to 
“occupy”. 

In other words, the ‘respectable’ Left 
had organised a march simply in order to 
swell the numbers of the violent Left hard 
core, whose job it was to “occupy” the NF’s 
lawfully designated assembly point! 

It is to be noted that while the NF’s 
organisers agreed a route for their march 
with the Metropolitan Police, neither the 
S.W.P. nor the ALCARAF organisations 
were prepared to co-operate with the Police 
in any way. 

These arrangements were made with 
the express purpose of intimidating if not 
the NF, then the Police. The ALCARAF 
group, along with their top Zionist sponsors, 
were convinced that these arrangements and 
the likelihood of massive violence would be 
enough to persuade the Police to take the 

Contd. on page 17 
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_ JOHN MITCHELL, Chairman, National Campaign Against Inflation 


INFLATION — WHAT 
IS ITS CAUSE? 


WHEN the Money Power wishes to protect 
its own it uses the Big Lie, in the unfor- 
tunately often well-founded belief that the 
ordinary voter is a credulous ninny who will 
swallow it whole. Perhaps the greatest 
stumbling block in the way of the adoption 
of a remedy for our economic ills is the false 
notion implanted, and sedulously nourished, 
in so many people’s minds that the cause of 
inflation is, to quote the words of Mrs. 
Thatcher and Sir Keith Joseph, ‘‘too much 
money chasing too few goods”. 

Mr. John Tyndall, your Chairman, has 
kindly invited me to state the truth about 
the economic situation as seen by the 
National Campaign Against Inflation. And, I 
am particularly glad to avail myself of this 
Opportunity since Spearhead, 1 am sure 
innocently, in its editorial for July, 1977, 
gave credence to the Thatcher-Joseph false 
notion with these words: “Inflation is not 
caused by increased wage demands. It is 
caused by an excessive flow of credit into 
the economy ahead of any increase of real 
wealth in terms of production.” 

The true position, as seen by the 
NCAI, is quite different. It is: consumers 
have not enough money (income) to pay 
necessary prices for all the goods and 
services they have already produced. 

The constant pressure for wage rises 
derives from this income-price gap. The 
non-stop alternation of credit squeeze and 
credit expansion of the last 30 years also 
derives from it. The first effect of a credit 
expansion is naturally that prices start to rise 
towards a necessary level. This immediately 
sparks off fresh irrestible pay demands in 
order that incomes should catch up with 
prices, and when these demands are met 
prices are pushed up still further. The 
resulting situation invokes a credit squeeze 
or pay and price freezes. 

It is this situation in which a large 
majority of firms are unable to obtain 
necessary prices for what they have already 
produced, coupled with the constant 
uncertainty induced by fluctuating financial 
policies, which positively discourages and 
prevents increased production. It is the 
continuous Yo-Yo effect of these alternating 
policies which encourages shop floor 
workers and trade unionists to safeguard 
their livelihoods by, the job-saving practices 
of restrictive practices and go-slows. 

Although the basic cause of inflation is 
the income-price gap, that does not mean, as 
Spearhead alleges, that increased wage 
demands do not push up prices and cause 
inflation. Obviously they do, for, as has been 
pointed out in a number of quarters 
recently, in the final analysis labour 
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accounts for nearly all costs in the produc- 
tion system because a firm buying raw 
materials and services is indirectly paying 
for other people’s wages. To take an 
example: direct labour now accounts for 
only 15 per cent of farming costs. But the 
farmer pays other people’s wage costs in the 
machinery, fertilisers and pesticides he buys. 


ONLY COMMONSENSE REQUIRED 


NCAI reports have given the technical 
cause of the income-price gap — -reasons 
which I do not intend to go into here. It is 
not necessary to understand these technical 
causes to apprehend that the gap actually 
exists. Commonsense only is required for 
that. I ask Spearhead readers to use their 
commonsense to say whether ‘too much 
money chasing too few goods’ could 
possibly be an explanation of the following 
phenomena: 

1. On the one hand there are producers 
who, almost without exception, are unable 
to find buyers for all they can produce; and 
on the other hand there are many millions 
of consumers who want to buy more, but 
have not the money to do so. 
2. Last year the Bank of England 
published information to show that in 
aggregate industrial and commercial profits 
fell over a period of 15 years from 13 per 
cent to nearly zero after tax. And, despite 
slight improvements, they are, according to 
the CBI, still only a third of what they were. 
The City firm of Greenwell & Co. in a survey 
showed that before allowing for replacement 
of fixed assets, servicing of debt, dividends, 
taxes etc., profits were about £8,000 million 
(about 9 per cent of the national income) 
too low. 
3. The CBI President, Lord Watkinson, 
has said that industry is using only 75 per 
cent of existing horsepower. A Birmingham 
University survey into industry in the 
Midlands found that production could be 
doubled if capacity at present idle was fully 
used. Industrial and trade union leaders 
agree in putting overmanning at not less than 
million. Thus, if overmanning was 
eliminated, present production levels could 
be sustained and there would be around 7 
million unemployed! 
4. _ Last year bankruptcies and company 
liquidations reached record levels, and the 
numbers are still rising. 
5. In the USA, where overmanning is on 
a much smaller scale than here, but where 
unemployment has been much _ higher, 
because of the inability of consumers to pay 
necessary prices, industrial and commercial 
debt to the banks has for more than 20 years 


risen at an annual rate of 12 per cent. By 
1974 it reached the staggering total of 2% 
trillion dollars, representing at that time a 
figure equal to 45 per cent of all equity 
capital. 

6. In West Germany, where they have 
had a favourable balance of trade every year 
since the end of the last war, total trade 
balances over th period have been £40,000 
million. Yet, despite this enormous injection 
of extra purchasing power into the 
economy, West Germany has had one of the 
lowest inflation rates in the Western world. 

The obvious conclusion to be drawn 
from these phenomena is that, far from 
there being ‘too much money chasing too 
few goods’, it is a case of consumers having 
too little money to pay necessary prices. 

In the light of these phenomena, 
Establishment policies of cutting expenditure 
on public services such as Health, education, 
the Police and Defence, in order to provide 
more manpower and resources to already 
grossly overmanned private industry so that 
more cars, toilet paper, pop music and 
lollipops can be produced, is not only totally 
irrelevant to a remedy, it is highly damaging. 

Last year living standards declined, it 
is said on average by about 4% per cent. And 
it is also claimed that if wage rises in the 
coming year average 17 per cent, the real 
increase in income would be only 3% per 
cent and that would be shortlived. The 
temporary increase in real income would 
come about because it takes about 6 months 
on average for wage rises to be reflected in 
prices in the shops. 

The Government has told the workers 
1) that wage increases are paid by using what 
the Prime Minister has pejoratively termed 
“confetti money”, meaning nearly costlessly 
created money loaned by the banks to 
employers for this purpose, and 2) they 
cannot have large wage rises because, as the 
employers have to recover the money in 
order to pay back the bank loans, wage rises 
push up prices. Now the sensible thing is for 
the workers to say to the Government: 
“All right, you control the Bank of England. 
So you can provide the ‘confetti’ money free 
of debt and free of interest. If you do that 
employers won’t need to push up prices. 
And if you do that, so that prices don’t rise, 
we shall be willing to accept a much smaller 
wage rise. Alternatively, you can use the 
‘confetti’ money in lieu of taxes or National 
Insurance contributions so that our existing 
incomes buy more.” 

That is something which the National 
Front could put to the voters whose 
suffrages they seek. And it seems to me that 
it must be beyond dispute that any political 
party seeking from the British people the 
power to form a government will be guilty 
of a grave dereliction of duty if it fails to do so. 


There is perhaps less conflict on this 
subject than Mr. Mitchell seems to suggest. 
We are in complete agreement with the 
necessity of State issue of credit, debt and 


R. CASSIAN ROTHWELL 


PRIEST'S DAY 
OF JUDGEMENT 


LAST month saw the death of President 
Makarios of Cyprus. It is only right that this 
event should receive mention in Spearhead, 
not simply because the Archbishop was a 
‘Commonwealth’ leader, but because he was 
another anti-British war criminal who 
escaped trial, like Kaunda, Kenyatta and 
Begin, and was rewarded with the position 
of Head of State. 

The Priest’s unholy, murderous terror- 
squad was known as EOKA, a para-military 
organisation ostensibly ‘led’ by Colonel 
George Grivas. Grivas was originally invited 
to Cyprus in 1951 by the Archbishop to 
organise his extremist youth movement 
known as ‘Peon’. When this military-style 
movement was banned in 1953 it continued 
to function underground, and finally re- 
emerged as EOKA, whose first outrage was 
committed at Larnaca in April, 1955. By 
March 1956, the Archbishop’s involvement 
was implicated to such an extent that the 
then Governor of Cyprus, Field-Marshal Sir 


John Harding, decided to deport the Priest 


interest free. When we stated that inflation 
is caused by the excessive flow of credit 
into the economy ahead of any increase in 
national wealth in terms of production, it 
was implicit that we were speaking of that 
seven eighths of the money in circulation 
which is created out of nothing by the banks 
and issued as an interest-bearing debt. The 
vast sums which go back to the banks in 
repayment are, as Mr. Mitchell says, passed 
on into prices, thus producing inflation. 
However the two matters are related, for 
the ever-increasing burden of this debt on 
the economy in addition to the money 
supply needed to fuel the economy com- 
bine to require a continual and excessive 
pumping of credit into the economy out of 
all proportion to any real wealth. The “too 
much money chasing too few goods” notion 
is a half-truth, since it does not take into 
account the inherent burden of interest- 
bearing debt, i.e. the fraudulent method by 
which money is created. This is the blind 
alley of Tory “monetarism” to which we 
certainly do not subscribe. 

We cannot agree that wage demands 
are a ‘cause’ of inflation. While it is true that 
a firm buying raw materials and services is 
indirectly paying for other people’s wages, 
it is also paying the hidden burden of 
interest-bearing loans. The income-price gap, 
or lack of purchasing power, which produces 
pressure for wage rises, is the result itself of 
the inflationary debt-finance system, which 
pushes up prices on the one hand while 
giving to the banks the biggest slice uf the 
real wealth produced. R.V. 


the Governor’s luxurious country 
pete 9 in the Seychelles. Below is part of 
the official statement on the deportation: — 

“The Governor reached his decision to 
order the Archbishop’s deportation in the 
light not only of his overt seditious activities 
but also of a large volume of evidence 
indicating that the Archbishop has himself 
been deeply implicated in the campaign of 
terrorism launched by the organisation 
known as EOKA. 

“The Archbishopric has been used for 
the production of EOKA leaflets on a scale 
which would have been impossible without 
the Archbishop’s connivance. 

“The Archbishopric has also been used 
for the temporary storage of arms and 
grenades. 

“He (the Archbishop) has remained 
silent while policemen and soldiers have 
been murdered in cold blood, while women 
and children have been killed and maimed 
by bombs, while a Cyrpriot woman was shot 
and wounded for the second time as she lay 
in hospital recovering from a previous 
terrorist attack, and even while he stood by 
the coffin of an abbot of his own Church 
who was brutally murdered by terrorists in 
his own monastery. 

“His silence has understandably been 
accepted among his community as not 
merely condoning, but even approving, 
assassination and bomb-throwing. He has 
confirmed that interpretation by referring 
in sermons to convicted terrorists as patriots, 
and by urging his fellow-countrymen to take 
the law into their own hands.” 

The much sought-after proof of the 
Priest’s personal involvement in EOKA was 
found later in 1956 when on August 26, the 
Colonial Office announced that a diary 
written by Grivas had been seized. Part of 
this was later published. 

Mr. Lennox-Boyd, Colonial Secretary, 
said in a press statement that he was 
absolutely satisfied as to the authenticity of 
the diary. He continued: 

“Much of the criticism to which I and 
my colleagues have been subjected about our 
treatment of Makarios, and in particular the 
deportation was based on the assumption 
that he was really a moderate and that we 
were losing the chance of moderate support. 
That has been blown sky-high by these 
papers. They show him to be the personal 
director of the whole tragic business and in 
no sense a moderate, and involved even in 
the choice of individual victims for murder.” 

With reference to a suggestion that the 
Archbishop might be prosecuted as an 
accessory in the murders committed by 
EOKA, Mr. Lennox-Boyd said that H.M. 


Archbishop Makarios 


Government and the Governor of Cyprus 


would have to give “very close and immediate 
consideration to the Archbishop’s personal 
position in the matter.” 

In the diary, Grivas originally refers to 
Makarios by name but later in code as ‘The 
General’. Below are a few extracts: 

* ...I told the Archbishop all about 
the work we had done and are doing; I also 
talked to him about the excellent morale 
of our men. The Archbishop told me that 
Papagos (Prime Minister of Greece) wants 
action; the Archbishop added that he had. 
decided on March 25 as a date on which 
operations were to begin. 

““ . . . L asked the Archbishop about 
Papagos and the Archbishop told me that 
Papagos is now in full agreement with our 
activities. 

“April 17 — I have also asked the 
General to provide the sum of £500 for the 
purchase of pistols with which the sabotage 
groups will be supplied. 

“June 22 — I have written to the 
General to ask for the clock-bombs from 
Athens.” 

Typical of the terrorist campaign were 
these events, all of which happened in just 
one month (June, 1956):— 

Greek Cypriot official shot dead at 
office in Limassol; three British servicemen 
killed by a mine; U.S. Vice-Consul in Nicosia 
killed by bombs; twenty British soldiers 
killed in forest fire; British police sergeant 
shot dead in Larnaca; five soldiers injured in 
bomb attack. 

The world is rid of this turbulent 
priest. His day of judgement did arrive. 
Doubtless the praise and adulation that has 
been accorded him can be expected for all 
our “New Commonwealth” leaders. 
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RICHARD VERRALL 


LEWISHAM, LADYWOOD AND THE DEATH 
OF ORPINGTON MAN 


TWO very obvious and related trends 
emerged in the barrage of newspaper pro- 
paganda surrounding Lewisham and Lady- 
wood. The first and most obvious trend 
was the attempt to suggest, despite the 
massive weight of evidence to the contrary, 
that the National Front was just as much a 
party of street violence as the hooligans of 
the Trotskyite left. Press reports initially 
spoke as if the police had been caught up 
in mythical “battles between Left and Right 
wing extremists’. 

Of course, it was an impossible task 
even for the most obstinate Fleet Street 
friends of International Socialism to main- 
tain this palpable nonsense for very long, 
particularly as the Commissioner of the 
Metropolitan Police, Mr. McNee, made it 
immediately plain that the violence was the 
result of an organised attempt by the Left 
to stop a lawful NF march. Moreover, TV 
film of the events had carried the facts of the 
matter into the homes of millions of British 
people. 

Opinion was quickly forced to shift, 
though it was generally agreed that the 
National Front was “provocative” and 
therefore the real source of the trouble, 
since they had chosen to march through a 
part of the Queen’s realm which, although 
populated by thousands of White British 
subjects (not to mention 7,000 NF voters), 
was also populated by many coloured 
Immigrant aliens. This, according to a 
decadent establishment accustomed to “No 
Go Area” appeasement, makes it out of 
bounds to a British political party. One 
journalist had the effrontery to suggest to 
me that the NF ought to restrict its London 
marches to Kensington and Hyde Park! 

This “troublemaking” thesis  cul- 
minated in George Scott’s BBC radio phone- 
in programme, Voice of the People. This is 
a programme in which communists spend 
hours attempting to get on the air, and then 
claim to be ordinary members of the public 
with no political axe to grind. These 
ordinary citizens then go on to talk in 
Communist jargonese about how “the 
fascists” must be stopped by the “mass of 
the working people”. Two of these con- 
tributors had excellent ideas for dealing with 
the NF “troublemakers”. Why not force 
them to take out hefty insurance on property, 
said one, knowing that the reds would then 
smash up éverything in sight and thereby 
bankrupt the National Front. Another 
thought that the best way of banning “pro- 
vocative” marches while at the same time 
allowing the troublemakers to exercise their 
democratic rights was to let them march 
around disused airfields! 
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The other, more significant trend was 
the effort to play down the National Front 
after the initial blaze of publicity, in 
particular after its defeat of the Liberal 
party at Ladywood for the third time in a 
Parliamentary by-election. 

This ploy was the special preserve of 
Conservative party spokesmen and the 
Conservative-oriented media, who detest 
the National Front for daring to trespass on 
the patriotic principles which they have 
claimed as their own prerogative while 
consistently betraying them. That is why 
they, almost more than any other party, 
fear the rise of a pro-British nationalist 
movement which will tap the great reservoir 
of patriotic sentiment among the dis- 
illusioned British people. 

The first effort was a major article by 
Lord Hailsham in the Daily Mail, who strove 
desperately to consign the NF to the wild 
fringes of “extremism” along with the. 
Trotskyite louts of the Socialist Workers 
Party. This was easy for Hailsham to do, 
since he is the archetypal Tory cynic and 
pragmatist who believes that anyone with 
passionate convictions in politics must ipso 
facto be a dangerous “extremist”. I once 
heard him say that the great quality of 
Conservatism, as opposed to Socialism which 
had an ideology, was that Conservatism 
didn’t really believe in anything at all. 
Hailsham’s effort was followed by articles 
in the Daily Express (by NAFF hack Edward 
Pearce) and the Evening Standard, which 
were devoted to explaining the National 
Front’s “insignificance” and how it was just 
as irrelevant as the SWP. Strangely, it 
required whole pages to explain why the 
National Front was totally insignificant. 

Then came Ladywood. Once again the 
National Front had risen to take the vote of 
the “third party” from the Liberals, causing 
a slight change of approach from the Tory 
press. Admittedly, the NF was electorally 
significant so in a true NAFF fashion Robert 
Moss in the Daily Telegraph devoted a 
leading article to explaining how the 
economic policies of the Right-wing 
“extremists”’, as set out in Beyond Capitalism 
& Socialism, were actually just as left-wing 
as those of the Left-Wing-extremists! 

This kind of acrobatic performance 
was probably too much for Angus Maude in 
the Sunday Express, who anyway was much 
more interested in getting back to the 
important business of convincing everyone 
that the National Front really IS insignificant! 
He probably felt particularly anxious about 
this, as he had recently taken part in the 
BBC Ladywood by-election programme, in 
which the three party representatives had 


spent almost the _ entire 
discussing the National Front. 

In his article, Angus Maude was simply 
pursuing the line established by the Daily 
Express and the Times, namely that the 
result of the Ladywood election had been a 
“defeat for extremism” (I always thought 
the Liberals were a bit extreme). This line, 
of course, was peddled mostly by the Tory 
press, since most of Fleet Street reported 
with alarm that the National Front had 
beaten the Liberals yet again. The National 
Front vote of 888, said Maude, showed that 
NF support: had been “very small”. He 
omitted to point out, though, that in one of 
the smallest constituencies in which less than 
half the electorate voted, Liberal support 
had been even smaller! 

The fact is, of course, that in a con- 
stituency in which nearly half the electorate 
are coloured Immigrants, the NF poll 
represented at least 11 per cent of the White 
vote. More than that, the result established 
that the National Front really is rising to 
overtake the Liberal party in electoral 
popularity. Three recent by-election 
victories over the Liberals, at Walsall, 
Stechford and Laydwood, are not the only 
pointers. While countless Liberal candi- 
dates are beaten by the NF with mono- 
tonous regularity in local council elections, 
in some areas, like Leicestershire, the NF has 
wiped out the Liberal party as an electoral 
force. We are witnessing the death of 
Orpington Man. 

Althoygh Tory hacks like Maude may 
pretend that all this is lost on them, it is 
certainly not lost on the Liberal party itself. 
Pardoe, appalled at the Ladywood “disaster”, 
mused that it was “‘psychologically impor- 
tant for us to beat the National Front’’, 
while the Liberal leadership announced that 
in future the party would no longer be 
contesting every single by-election that 
occurred, in order to avoid further humili- 
ation at the hands of the National Front. 

Nor was the lesson lost on the Sunday 
Times which, echoing their master’s voice in 
the Zionist community, thought it was 
about time that the election deposit was 
raised to keep “frivolous” candidates out of 
the ring. Now who did they have in mind, I 
wonder? The veteran Mr. Boakes perhaps? 
The Malcolm Muggeridge Fan Club, Sunshine 
Room or Socialist Worker candidates? Of 
course not. The “frivolous” candidates they 
had in mind were those now overtaking the 
Liberal party and frivolously planning to 
fight no less than 300 constituencies at the 
next General Election. The question naturally 
arises: If the Natiorial Front really is an 
insignificant band of “extremists” with little 
public support, why bother to try and 
hound them out of politics? 


programme 


DURING the first great wave of Moslem 
expansion in the seventh and early eighth 
centuries, a choice of sorts was given to the 
conquered — Islam or the Sword. Within a 
few generations, this simple, puritanical 
fanaticism had given place to a tolerant, 
sophisticated Arab civilisation of a high 
order in the Middle East, North Africa, and 
Spain. By general consent, historians have 
hailed such development as progress. 

The modern Western World — par- 
ticularly the Anglo-Saxon — has long and 
smugly congratulated itself that such 
“progress”, such advancing “‘enlightenment”’, 
has continued, with a few temporary lapses, 
into our own times and under “our” leader- 
ship. With regard to technology and science, 
this is indisputably true; but have we really 
advanced that much over the seventh 
century in the matter of ideology and 
blinkered self-righteousness? When Washing- 
ton or Westminster speak to Rhodesia or the 
Republic of South Africa, do we not still 
cry: “Islam or the Sword! Accept our social 
and political ideology or perish, for we are 
the bearers of the One True Faith’’? 

With these thoughts in mind, I wish to 
address the following open letter to the 
present occupant of 1600 Pennsylvania 
Avenue. 


Dear Jimmy, 
Granted the great mass of mankind has 
always eagerly — one might say “‘lustfully” — 
embraced every possible kind of nonsense 
and reverenced its purveyors; granted the 
“enlightened”” modern public among whom 
all kinds of cults proliferate (astrology, 
numerology, Atlantic myths, the Identity 
Movement, flying saucers, Bermuda Tri- 
angles etc.); granted the endemic fatuity of 
the sloganistic vapourings of politicians 
(and granted that we should expect nothing 
better from the so-truly representative 
representatives of mass democracy); are 
there no ultimate depths of inanity which 
even presidents should abjure? 
What in HELL are ‘Human Rights’? 


CARTER WITH ISRAELI PREMIER BE 


PETER H2P@EL 


‘HUMAN RIGHTS’ — 
WHAT ARE THEY? 


Whoops, sorry! That is doubtless too com- 
plicated a question to throw at you at once. 
Let us start at the simplest level: What is a 
“right”? 

There seem to be only two possible 
answers to this. Answer Number One: A 
right is a morally inviolable privilege granted 
to man by God. We will return later to the 
question of whether God is an egalitarian 
and grants the same rights to all men. Most 
religions seem to have held that He does not 
e.g. ““Lesser breeds without the law”; or “the 
Powers that be are ordained of God’’; or, 
simply, “We are the Chosen People.” 

Answer Number Two: A right is a 
privilege granted to members (some or all) of 
a society by Authority. The authority may 
be the collective authority of the society — 
as in theory it is in a democracy — or it may 
be a single supreme authority vested in a 
monarch or a dictator and exercised directly, 
or through his appointed delegates. 

This intangible abstraction we call a 
“right” is, by general consent, restricted to 
Our own Species. We may attempt to 
preserve other species, even make pets of 
some of them, but we do this by reason of 
sentiment, aesthetic sensibility, or in our 
own practical interests. We do not accord 
them “‘rights”. An owner may have the right 
to walk his dog; but the dog, as a dog, has no 
right to the beach, the sidewalk, or the park, 
not even a “right to live.” 

The idea of God-given rights being 
inherent in the mere fact of having been 
born a member of the species Homo sapiens 
presents a number of difficulties. God does 
not appear to have ever been very consistent 
in His endowment of rights. Not only has He 
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Are his “human rights” for Palestinians too? 


apparently accorded Christians quite 
different rights from those He has accorded 
Moslems, Hindus, Buddhists, or Jews (on all 
of whom, incidentally, He also makes 
widely different demands), but He even 
grants differing rights to various sects within 
these religions. Mormons have a right to con- 
current polygamy; Baptists to sequential 
polygamy; Catholics only to strict mono- 
gamy. Furthermore, the rights He has 
accorded seem to differ radically at different 
historical periods. Perhaps today He is a 
good democrat and egalitarian. But this must 
have been a relatively recent conversion on 
His part. Neither in the Old Testament nor 
in the New did He object to slavery, for 
example. And for the longest time, He 
granted a “Divine Right”’ to kings. 

The fact is that millions of priests, 
rabbis, mullahs, bonzes, and other “holy 
men” have always been eager to tell us what 
God’s purposes and wishes are but, I confess, 
I am sceptical of anyone who infers that he 
is privy to God’s tabletalk, and has chatted 
over these matters with the Divinity. 
Actually, most prophets seem to imply that 
they have a private line to God but rarely 
claim direct personal contact. A few, like 
Mohammed, Joan of Arc, or Joseph Smith, 
have received personal messages delivered 
by angelic mail-carriers. Moses, of course, 
claimed a téte-d-téte with the Almighty on 
Mount Sinai; but since there were no 
witnesses present, impartial or otherwise, 
I doubt that any modern court of law would 
accept his unsupported statements. It really 
would appear, then, that “God-given rights”’ 
are whatever any self-appointed prophet or 
seer says they are. And such gentry differ 
among themselves prodigiously. 

Let us, therefore, approach this vexing 
question on a more mundane level. A man 
alone on a desert island obviously has total 
liberty (not freedom), though he can do very 
little with his liberty — not even copulate. 
But he clearly has no rights, for to have a 
right it is logically necessary that there be 
other people among whom he can exercise 
that right and who may honour it or deny 
him it. A “right’’, in other words, is what- 
ever a given society says it is; no more and 
no less. And clearly rights, thus considered, 
are not universal. 

‘Consider all the truculent and empty 
protestations one hears so often in the 
mouths of the foolish: “I have a right to be 
happy,” “I have a right to my opinion,” “TI 
have a right to speak my mind,” “...toa 
fair trial,” “. . . to privacy,” and so on, and 
so on. Balderdash! Just try claiming such 


Contd. overleaf 
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An Open Letter to the 
Prime Minister 


Dear Mr. Callaghan, 

I am writing to you in the aftermath 
of the recent rioting in Lewisham and 
Birmingham and in the light of present 
government deliberations on the question of 
banning future marches and demonstrations 
by the National Front on the grounds that 
they may result in further breaches of the 
peace. 

I must say that I find it quite extra- 
ordinary that a responsible government 
could even consider such a step, bearing in 
mind the absolutely clear evidence that the 
violence at Lewisham and Birmingham was 
organised, not by the National Front itself, 
but by its extreme opponents. 

The pretext for this proposal is of 
course that our marches and demonstrations 
are considered to be ‘provocative’ and that 
therefore we must share some of the blame — 
many of your colleagues in the Labour Party 
are even saying most of the blame — for 
what happened. 

I hope, Sir, that you are now giving 
serious thought to where this argument is 
going to lead us once we accept its first 
premises. We will in fact be set out on the 
road to a situation in this country in which 
all political activities regarded as ‘provocative’ 


rights in East Germany or China. To a degree 
— much more limited than the unsophis- 
ticated imagine — one has some rights of 
privacy and of free speech in the United 
States. One has somewhat less in Britain. 
One has virtually none in Uganda, Cuba, or 
Israel. In Britain, one has a right to medical 
care whatever one’s personal resources, but 
one has no right of free speech in matters 
of race if one’s views conflict with the Estab- 
lishment’s orthodoxy. In India, the right to 
procreate has been somewhat restricted, by 
law. In middle-class America, it is being 
severely restricted by extortionate taxation. 

It comes down to this, dear Jimmy, 
that when you prate of “Human Rights’, 
what you really mean are those rights which, 
in your opinion, ought to be aasatind by 
other sovereign governments their 
subjects or citizens. That you hold such 
opinions and prejudices, stemming from 
your own social conditioning and the pre- 
vailing ideology in your nation at this par- 
ticular moment in history, is relatively 
inoffensive. But when you seek to press, 
compel, urge, preach at, and blackmail other 
sovereign nations into ‘conforming to your 
prejudices, you are committing an act of 
arrogance that would have brought a blush 
of shame to the cheeks of Lord Palmerston, 
Lord John Russell, or Woodrow Wilson. 
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‘HUMAN RIGHTS’ — WHAT ARE THEY? Contd. from previous page 


by the extreme left will be prohibited from 
taking place, while on the other hand 
activities promoted by the left itself, so long 
as people like us are not ‘provoked’ into 
attacking them physically, are allowed to go 
ahead in the normal way. 

In other words, those who suffer the 
penalties for what happened in Lewisham 
and Birmingham will not be the perpetrators 
but the victims! 

Just to give one example of this, an 


anti-racialist march in which-the Bishop of- 


Southwark took part, proceeded through 
the streets of South East London on the 
morning of Saturday, the 13th of August, a 
few hours before our own march. We are 
bitterly opposed to everything that this 
march represented, yet no attempt was made 
by us physically to attack the marchers. No 
violence therefore took place, with the 
Police in the middle bearing the brunt. No 
clamour is therefore echoing forth that 
future anti-racialist marches be banned on 
the grounds that they are ‘provocative’. 
Perhaps it would have been in our best 
interests, if not the best interests of public 
order, to have made an attack on this march, 
injuring policemen in the process, in order to 
create just such a clamour! To us that idea is 


We do not expect any outstanding 
intellectual ability in Washington or 
Westminster. Democracies distrust intellect 
and logic, and the Common Man is affronted 
by them. He is happiest in the polling booth 
with mediocre candidates who most 
resemble himself. It is therefore futile to 
wish for “Philosopher-Kings’. But please 
stop babbling about such _ palpable 
imbecilities as “Human Rights’’. It is down- 
right embarrassing. 

Insofar as Rhodesia or the Republic of 
South Africa are nations at all, they are the 
creation of European settlers, just as the 
United States is the creation of European 
settlers and not of Iroquois, Sioux, or 
Navajo. It is the business of the United 
States government to administer American 
society in accordance with the wishes of the 
governed. It is‘the business of other nations 
to administer their societies as they see fit. 
You do not have a private line to God 
however many times you claim to have been 
born. You may institute as much of “Islam” 
as the American electorate will endorse. You 
were not elected to offer “Islam or the 
Sword”’ to the whole world. Respectfully, 


Peter H. Peel. 


P.S. And if you must send clowns to Africa, 
at least have them dressed as minstrels! 


an absurdity. It is an absurdity to all sane 
and civilised people. Yet it becomes not such 
an absurdity should we accept the logic of 
the suggestion that future ‘racialist’ marches 
be banned. 

Let us examine a little more closely 
this question of ‘provocation’. It is of course 
a very subjective term depending on what 
provokes you and what does not. I have seen 
Negroes and Asians demonstrating in the 
streets of this country in a manner which is 
to me highly provocative in so far as it has 
involved insults on my own people — the 
white inhabitants of Britain and their kith 
and kin overseas in Southern Africa. I have 
listened to coloured agitators orate at 
Speakers Corner in the same vein. I have 
seen supporters of the IRA, murderers of 
my own countrymen, march in our capital 
city in a way that I cannot regard as any- 
thing else but provocative. My associates 
in the National Front have seen similar 
things and experienced similar feelings. 

We, however, are law-abiding people 
and therefore our sense of provocation has 
not led us into a breach of the peace of the 
kind that occurred recently in Lewisham and 
Birmingham. There is therefore no demand 
that such demonstrations or speeches be 
banned in the future. Is your Government 
now considering banning these activities on 
the grounds that they are provocative to 
large numbers of native British people? If 
not, shall we manifest our sense of pro- 
vocation by violent acts against those 
concerned and against the police who 
protect them? And then will the Government 
consider putting them under a ban? 

Or is it just that marches, speeches and 
demonstrations which upset coloured 
minorities are provocative and should be 
banned but marches, speeches and demon- 
strations which upset the white British 
majority are not provocative and should 
not be banned? 

The question has been asked: if we 
were not intending to ‘provoke’ why did we 
march through an area where there is a large 
immigrant population? The simple answer is 
that it is in the major urban areas of this 
country where most of our active support 
lies and there is scarcely any major urban 
area left where there is not a large immigrant 
population. We march where we already 
have some support and where we have the 
expectation of further support because 
people living in the area are personally 
affected by the presence of immigrants and 
the crime of mugging, which police statistics 
— not ours — establish occurs on the greatest 
scale where there are immigrants. We 
marched in Lewisham not in order to pro- 
voke immigrants but in order to attract the 
support of white people affected by these 
problems. 

On another occasion we might march 
through Birmingham or Coventry or Luton 
to protest against red disrupters in the motor 
industry. Our purpose in doing so would be 
to make an appeal for support to the large 


numbers of ordinary workers living in those 
areas whose lives depend on the motor 
industry. Yet also living in those areas no 
doubt are the minority of disrupters who are 
causing harm to the industry. I suppose such 
a march on our part would be a ‘provocation’ 
to them. I suppose they and their political 
comrades might attack it and the police 
protecting it. What then? Are we again 
‘responsible’ because we have marched 
through a ‘sensitive’ area. Should future 
marches be banned because of what happens? 

The truth, of which I think you are 
well. aware, Mr. Callaghan, is that the real 
‘provocation’ to the left comes not from our 
marching through a largely immigrant area 
but from the fact that we exist politically at 
all. Proof of this can be seen in the violent 
demonstrations that have often attended 
strictly private and internal meetings of our 
party, notably our annual conference of 
October 1973, at which red mobs were 
present in large numbers, attempting to stop 
the meeting by force, and at which hundreds 
of police were required to keep them from 
getting near the hall where the conference 
was taking place. The fact that we politically 
live and breathe is the ‘provocation’ to these 
gangsters, and their own public statements 
have on numerous occasions acknowleded it. 

Returning to the question of National 
Front marches through areas where immig- 
rants live, I accept that some excuse for the 
cry of ‘provocation’ would exist were we to 
throw racial insults at the immigrants 
themselves, such as “all blacks are .. .” 
followed by some abusive epithet. If this 
were so, however, your Race Relations Act 
would provide adequate means of stopping 
this sort of thing, quite apart from the 
Public Order Act, Section 5, which states: — 

“Any person who in any public place 
or at any public meeting uses threatening, 
abusive or insulting words or behaviour with 
intent to provoke a breach of the peace or 
whereby a breach of the peace is likely to 
be occasioned, shall be guilty of an offence.” 

If no grounds for prosecution of the 
National Front under these acts exist, then I 
would suggest that no grounds exist for 
calling our marches through partly immigrant 
areas provocative. In fact, all our members 
are firmly instructed, when on marches, not 
to make insulting comments or gestures 
towards persons in the vicinity and any that 
do are strongly reprimanded. This is done 
not only in the interests of normal decency 
but obviously also in our own political 
interest. 

Having made these points to you, I 
now come to what ought to be done in the 
future to minimise the risk of public 
disorder of the kind that has recently 
occurred. You have doubtless been on the 
receiving end of much advice from your 
political colleagues and from members of 
H.M. Opposition, as well as from the press, 
on this subject. Perhaps you may not 
consider advice entirely irrelevant from the 
head of the organisation that was the 


intended victim of Saturday’s and Monday’s 
violence and who was present on both 
occasions and right in the intended firing 
line. 

My first advice is that if there are 
grounds for considering a ban on future 
National Front marches there are much 
stronger grounds for -banning without 
hesitation future activities of the Socialist 
Workers’ Party and other similar far left 
groups known to have been involved in the 
promotion of the violence and whose leaders 
are now publicly stating their intention to 
promote further violence in the future. Is 
your Government contemplating such a ban? 

The second advice I would give is that 
an immediate ban be placed on the holding 
of the Notting Hill Carnival, at which 
violence broke out last year with the result 
of injuries to hundreds of policemen. Is your 
Government willing to place such a ban? If 
not, is it willing to withdraw the state 
subsidies that I understand are being given to 
the promotors of the Carnival? 

I finally come to my own practical 
suggestions as to what can be done to avoid 
the occurrences of Lewisham and 
Birmingham: — 

(a) Public demonstrations of a political 
nature should require an application to the 
local police from the organisations con- 
cerned. Where applications from two 
different and opposing organisations come in 
for a demonstration on the same date and in 
the same area, the first such application 
should be accepted and the second turned 
down, likewise with any subsequent appli- 
cation. Any organisations wishing to hold 
demonstrations other than the first in with 
the application should be told that they 


must hold their demonstration in another 
area or on another date. 

This would not of course be certain to 
prevent anyone from staging a violent 
counter-demonstration were they deter- 
mined to do so, but it would place them 
outside the bounds of the law and would 
provide the grounds for police prosecution 
of anyone so demonstrating or organising 
others so to demonstrate. 

(b) Where demonstrations are to be held 
at which a breach of the peace is thought to 
be possible police should be given all the 
necessary powers and all the necessary 
equipment to disperse those responsible with 
the greatest speed and efficiency and 
minimum risk to the police officers involved. 
This should include not only riot shields but 
water cannon, rubber bullets and tear gas. 
(c) Where there is clear evidence that 
persons are planning and organising for a 
breach of the peace to be committed — by 
means of incitement, leaflets, newspaper 
appeals and mobilisation procedures — as 
there was in the recent cases — prosecution 
of those persons should be instituted under 
the laws of conspiracy and the Public Order 
Act, Section 2. 

I hope, Sir, you will give these points 
your urgent consideration, and I ask, 
furthermore, that you answer the specific 
questions that this letter has raised. 

This letter is being openly circulated 
to all major national and provincial news- 
papers and being printed in the journal 
Spearhead. 

Yours faithfully, 
JOHN TYNDALL, 
Chairman, 
National Front 
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SIR: I was particularly interested in your 
July issue article entitled “The Subversives 
of Christian Aid”. Both my husband and I 
have been, and are still, practising Christians 
all our lives, but we have refused for some 
time to contribute towards either “Christian 
Aid” or “Oxfam” as we do not agree with 
the policy of devoting money to the World 
Council of Churches. 

As both sincere Christians and 
members of the National Front we have 
been distressed on a number of occasions, 
particularly recently, at remarks such as 
those made at the General Synod by Canon 
Hall of. Manchester to the effect that the 
“National Front was totally contrary to 
everything a Christian must stand and 
speak for.” 

I have always been taught to be able 
to say that “Christ is Lord” was the mark 
of a Christian, which I do, but it begins to 
look as though if one is sincerely opposed 
to multi-racialism in one’s own country, 
then that is the cardinal sin according to 
the Church, and one cannot then be 
entitled to call oneself a Christian. 

I honestly cannot see that anything 
which I believe in as a Christian commits 
me to contribute to, or believe in, some- 
thing which takes away the identity of my 
own nation. I gladly accept the Church’s 
teaching on Faith and Morals (which 
incidentally it seems singularly reluctant 
to give these days), but when it comes to 
political thinking I prefer to use my own 
brains, such as they are, rather than those 
of sundry trendy Bishops. 

BERYL MATTHEWS, 
Oakham, Rutland. 


SIR: Speaking on behalf of myself and 
some more. Old Age Pensioners in 
Bedfordshire, we wish to say thank you 
for the wonderful job.you are all doing 
for us British people. Will you kindly 
congratulate all your officers and personnel 
in the National Front for your efforts to get 
things put right. Us old people have worked 
hard all our lives, we are living at starvation 
level, but the Coloureds are living on the fat 
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of our land. Please carry on with the good 
work your party is doing. Let your members 
know that old people are behind them. We 
are too old to fight and march, but we pray 
for you and your party. So good luck to 
you officers and members of the National 
Front. 

P.S. Will send 50p when I get my 
pension. 
‘ A. ALLEN, 
Leighton Buzzard, Beds. 


SIR: Saturday, 13th August was one of the 
proudest and most emotional days of my 
life. It was the NF march through Lewisham, 


published in the Daily Telegraph. 


Against mugging 


SIR—I feel I must protest at your 
leader condemning the National 
Front march in Lewisham _ this 
coming Saturday. It would appear 
that The Daily Telegraph, like the 
rest of the Fleet Street newspapers, 
have added their not inconsiderable 
weight to the rest of the establish- 
ment which includes Left-wing clerics 
such as the’ Bishop of Southwark, 
politicians from all the main political 
parties, politically motivated trade 
unionists, trendy school-teachers and 
students, pro-immigrant organisations 
and all good Marxists, Communists, 
Trotskyists and Maoists in that most 
popular of British pastimes known 
as the “Let’s all be beastly to the 
National Front Campaign.” 

Yet, and yet, if one pauses to 
consider carefully if only for a few 
minutes, isn’t it strange, indeed rather 
moving, that the British public, 
bombarded incessantly by every 
single means of anti-National-tront 
propaganda known to'’man day in 
and day out, continues to support, 
in ever-increasing numbers a party 
which ig pledged to put the British 
people first in housing, welfare, jobs 
and education and to lift the burden 
of immigration from the backs of 
the long-suffering working class of 
this country. 

We in this party shook the com- 
placent establishment to its toes 
when we fielded candidates in all 
but one of the 92 Greater London 
Council constituencies earlier this 
year. It is now history that we were 
triumphant over the Liberals in 33 
of these constituencies and over 
119,000 Londoners gave their seal of 
approval to our party. This was not 
just 119,000 floating voters idly 
voting ‘for a new party, but rather 
a cry of agonv torn from people 
who have enégsred too- much, too 
long and too often. Candidate after 
candidate heard the sickening plea 
time after time that our streets are 


where 2,000 British patriots demonstrated 
their great loyalty to their country. A sight 
which nearly brought tears to my eyes was 
one man who despite having been hit on the 
back of his head by a broken bottle, had 
used a makeshift bandage to stop the 
bleeding before marching along with his 
compatriots. Surely so long as there are 
magnificent people like this around, we 
cannot fail. Stones, bottles, molotov 
cocktails and bricks will not deter us from 
our ultimate aim, to create a better Britain 
for our children and grandchildren. 
ROY CLARKE, 
Peterborough, Cambs. 
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not safe to walk at night because 
of the danger of muggers, the 
majority of whom -are young West 
Indian youths; “ please could -we do 
something before it is too late?” 

So with the theme of driving the 
muggers off the streets of London 
the National Front will march in 
Lewisham this Saturday carrying 
with it not just the curses of the 
Bishop of Southwark and his ilk but 
also, and this is far more important, 
the hopes of 119,000 Londoners who 
want to leave the jungle of mutti- 
racialism and return to sanity, law 
and order as we once knew it to 
be. Would The Daily Telegraph wish 
to deny to these same Londoners tre 
right of hope, the right of voting, 
the right of marching to bring abo: 
the changes they desire? It could be 
that those 119,000 votes were just a 
lull before a storm or even a shot 
across the bows of the establishment 
which rules this country today. 

These same Londoners have given 
their answer to the Church, which 
once was one of the strongest 
influences in this country of ours, 
by using the time-honoured method 
of the boycott, and, as the congre- 
gations have shrunk and then the 
churches have. closed, surely even the 
Bishop of Southwark must have 
thought that somehow he and they 
have lost touch. 

As to the stirring leaders issued 
from the commanding heights of 
Fleet Street condemning the National 
Front, we accept them in the same 
spirit as we accept a wet weekend. 
ePublish what you will against the 
National Front now and be damned, 
for I believe that one day, and not 
too far away at that, it will be 
fashionable for Fleet Street to sup- 
port our party when we march; but 
whatever The Daily Telegraph does 
or says mv colleagues and I will 
still march in Lewisham _ this 
Saturday. 

JEREMY E. WOTHERSPOON 
Directorate Member, National Front. 
Graveley, Herts. 


ESTABLISHMENT AND REDS FAIL 
TO STOP NATIONAL FRONT 
Contd. from page 9 


least line of resistance and ban the NF march. 

When it became clear that neither the 
Police nor the NF were prepared to be 
intimidated, the ‘respectables’ of the 
ALCARAF started to lose their nerve. They 
knew that they had ‘wound up’ the ultra 
Left to such a degree that really frightful 
Left Wing violence would take place and 
that such violence would be of no benefit to 
the multi-racialist cause. The ‘respectable’ 
Left realised that they had created a 
Frankenstein monster which they now could 
not control. 

So the Labour controlled Lewisham 
Council rushed to the High Court two days 
before the march was due to take place, 
begging a Judge — in chambers — to order 
the Commissioner of the Metropolitan 
Police to use his powers under the Public 
Order Act to ban ALL demonstrations on 
the 13th of August — i.e. not just the NF 
march, but the ALCARAF march in the 
morning and the S.W.P. “occupation” 
demonstration in the afternoon as well! 

It became clear by Thursday 11th 
August, the date when the Lewisham Coun- 
cillors took the Commissioner of the Police 
to the High Court, that the ‘respectable’ 
Left were by then even more frantic to have 
the ultra-Left demonstration banned than 
the NF march. They knew that the ultra- 
Left would, by their uncontrolled violence, 
do much more damage to the cause of race 
relations than the NF by itself could ever do. 


TOTAL HUMBUG 


By this time the ‘respectables’ on the 
ALCARAF Committee were telling the press 
that they had applied to the High Court to 
stop a violent confrontation between the 
“extremists” of the ultra-Left and the 
National Front (the very confrontation that 
ALCARAF had engineered!) and that if it 
was necessary to sacrifice the “peaceful’’ 
ALCARAF march in the morning in order to 
get the NF and the S.W.P. activities banned 
in the afternoon, then so be it. 

This public relations plea can be seen 
to be total humbug when it is realised: 

(a) That the ‘respectables’ on the 
ALCARAF committee did not at any time 
before or after 13th August ask the 
“extremists” of the S.W.P. to quit their 
“peaceful” committee; 

(b) That the ALCARAF allowed the 
“extremists” of the S.W.P. to join in the 
official ALCARAF “peaceful” march; 

(c) That the ALCARAF leadership 
deliberately led their march as near as 
possible to the NF assembly point, contrary 
to the express wishes of the Police. So much 
for ALCARAF’s “‘peaceful intentions”! 

Thank God the Commissioner of the 
Metropolitan Police, David McNee, was 
determined to uphold freedom of speech, 


the right of assembly, and the right of the 
Police to control the streets of London. With 
first-rate lawyers he defended his right to 
refuse to ban the NF march, and as a result 
a British Judge backed him up. 

As a result, the ‘respectable’ Leftists 
and Zionists of ALCARAF were trapped 
into going through with their diabolical 
arrangements, involving the mad men of the 
S.W.P. and other violent Red gangs. 


KING MOB TAKES OVER 


At this point the ALCARAF organisers 
braced themselves for a day of violence, but 
they hoped that if the Red stormtroopers 
could “smash” the NF march violently 
before it started, then perhaps the NF would 
never try to march again or, if it tried, the 
previous violence and casualties would 
persuade the Police to impose bans. 

This was a vain hope, however. Skilled 
politicians with contacts within the Estab- 
lishment, can manage things to their 
advantage while political and legal activities 
are being undertaken — but the moment 
politicians hand over the control of events to 
KING MOB then they run the danger of 
losing control over the direction of events. 
Many a carefully-laid political scheme which 
has been weeks or months in the laying has 
been smashed within hours by mindless King 
Mob! 

That is exactly what happened in the 
Red Mob riot at Lewisham. And, as already 
stated, the damage done by the Mob at 
Lewisham was compounded the following 
Monday on the streets of Ladywood and 
two Saturdays after on the streets of Notting 
Hill. 

It may be that the failure of the 
combined forces of the Left, led by the 
Zionists, to have the NF march at Lewisham 
banned before it was held has resulted in 
their being permanently committed to the 
last resort of trying to defeat the NF by mob 
violence. 


VERY DANGEROUS PATH 


If this is so, then they have been 
trapped into taking a very dangerous path. 
Such a course of action is going to force the 
Authorities responsible for maintaining Law 
and Order in Britain to take a much more 
active interest in political violence than 
hitherto. 

Until the Law and Order Authorities 
realise that they are on a collision course 
with a criminal conspiracy, it is essential for 
all NF members and supporters to maintain 
absolute discipline and legality, regardless of 
provocation. If we can maintain our discipline 
and lawful conduct record, and also keep 
our nerve in the face of violence and intimi- 
dation and refuse to be intimidated, then we 
will prevail. Here’s why: 

For many years past now the leaders 
of the National Front and the leaders of 
previous Nationalist organisations have com- 


plained to the Police that the Left through 
gangster groups like the S.W.P., and the 
Zionists through gangster groups such as the 
62 Group, were using systematic violence in 
order to try and crush the emergence of the 
British racial-nationalist movement. 

Times without number Nationalists 
have expressed the opinion that street 
violence will not be halted simply by means 
of individual hooligans or thugs being 
arrested for specific acts of violence as they 
are carried out. The violence can only stop 
if those who “organise and/or train and/or 
equip” and/or incite the hooligans and 
thugs to go on the rampage are brought to 
justice. 

Quite frankly, the Police have not 
embarked on this root-and-branch approach 
to the problem of political violence because 
the National Front and its predecessors have 
not, in the past, had any substantial political 
support, while its violent opponents can be 
sure of backing from powerful elements in 
Parliament, the Media and other Establish- 
ment institutions. 

But things are changing. The NF is 
achieving ever greater backing from ordinary 
people. Despite the “notoriety” alleged 
against it by its opponents, a quarter of a 
million people voted NF this year. London’s 
Metropolitan Police have had to take note 
that 119,000 Londoners back the National 
Front. Their civil rights, and the civil rights 
of the party of their choice, must now be 
taken into consideration. 

My view is that providing the conduct 
of the NF membership remains good, the 
Police authorities cannot for much longer 
allow an attempt to destroy a legal political 
party by mob violence to continue even 
though that party is disliked by the Govern- 
ment of the day. 


Top quality NF Leather Key rings hand 
made by Cornish leather craftsman. 60p 
each inc. p&p. Discount for bulk buyers. 
Other NF Leather goods available on 
request, also Brass belt buckles etc. 
Send orders/requirements to: — 
Nigel F. Hedger, 64 Berrycombe Vale, 
Bodmin, Cornwall. 


Spearhead issues 89 and 77, and issues 
prior to 76 required by collector. Offers 


to Box 1166. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Money over and above normal 
income from sales is needed to 
build up SPEARHEAD. 

Your help would be greatly } 
appreciated. Please make out your 
postal orders or cheques to Spear- 
head, and send them to: 91 Con- 
naught Road, Teddington, Middx. 
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Liberals beaten 
again at 
Ladywood 


Tony Reed-Herbert 


The National Front once again trounced 
the Liberal party in a Parliamentary by- 
election, this time in the contest for the 
Birmingham Ladywood seat. This was the 
third NF by-election victory over the 
Liberals. 

NF candidate Anthony Reed-Herbert 
polled 888 votes (5.7%), which represented 
at least 11 per cent of the White vote in a 
constituency in which nearly half the 
electorate are coloured Immigrants. Some 
press reports maintained that the Immigrant 
turn-out was very high, while only about five 
thousand Whites bothered to vote. If these 
estimates are correct, the NF poll could 
represent as high as seventeen per cent of 
the White vote. 

The result again caused problems to 
the national media, anxious to deny the 
National Front major party status in spite of 
election results. Thus ITV planned a pro- 
gramme for the day after polling day, in the 
confident expectation that the NF would 
not do well, and invited Tory, Labour and 
Liberal spokesmen. When it became apparent 
that the National Front had again beaten 
the Liberals, the programme was scrapped. 


Read ANGLIAN NEWS 


produced in support of East Anglia NF. Send 
17p for sample copy to 14 Allerton Road, 
Sprowston, Norwich NR7 8ND 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 
POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
HESTON, MIDDX, TW5 OJA 
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National Front National March and Rally in Hyde 
SATURDAY, OCTOBER 8th 


‘DEFEND BRITISH FREE SPEECH 


FROM RED TERRORISM’ 


Assemble 2.30 for march off at 3 p.m. 
The March will be followed by a Rally in the Large Hall of Hyde Town Hall at 4 p.m. 


Details of the precise assembly point will be communicated to Branch Organisers via bulletin. All 
members should be organised to travel in coach parties rather than private vehicles. Details of arrival 
and collection points for coaches will be circulated later to Organisers. 


YOUNG ONES FIGHT BACK 


The media, already in a state of 
apoplexy over the newly-formed Young 
National Front, have attemped to portray 
the NF’s recruitment of school pupils as a 
campaign to brainwash vulnerable 
youngsters. Our answer to that is a typical 
letter received at NF Head Office from a 
young girl of thirteen, who has had no 
contact at all with the National Front. To 
protect her identity, we can only say that 
her name is Rachel. She wrote: 


Dear Sir, 
I am just 13 years of age, and wish to 


ELECTIONS BOOKLET 
AVAILABLE 


The National Front Education & 
Training Department have recently published 
an NF Elections Booklet, which is essential 
reading for all Organisers, Election Officers, 
candidates and agents. Edited by Andrew 
Brons, the booklet details all the necessary 
pre-election and post-election procedures, as 
well as the method of election campaigning. 
The booklet also provides a full explanation 
of types of local government elections in the 
United Kingdom, functions of different 
authorities etc. Priced at 30p per copy, no NF 
official seriously involved in the work of 
elections can afford to be without it. 

Election seminars are to be held in 
every region of the country, it was decided 
at arecent conference in London of Regional 
Organisers and Regional Election Agents, to 
discuss preparations for the General Election. 
One of the functions of the seminars will be 
to test Branch and Group officials in their 
knowledge of the Elections Booklet. In the 
meantime, all enquiries regarding local 
preparations for the General Election should 
be addressed to Regional Election Agents, 
whose appointments were recently confirmed 
by the Directorate. 

Officials are asked to note that Chapter 
6 of the Elections Booklet, concerning the 
No. 2 style election campaign; is now out of 
date as a new form of secondary campaign 
has been decided upon. Both types of 
election campaigns will be explained to 
Branch officials at regional seminars. 


offer you my grateful thanks for your recent 
brave attacks on the left wing menace in our 
country. 

Many of my school friends feel the 
same, and that the apathy of people and the 
Conservative party is weak and frightening. 
In my own school (a grammar school down- 
graded to a comprehensive) the headmaster 
and deputy heads are extreme left-wing, and 
so are many of the staff. We have told them 
so in essays we have to do in class. 

When the new term starts in September 
we are going to collect money off the 
children and send it to you, making sure the 
commie teachers know of the collection. 

Please keep up the fight, for many of 
us will join you when we are old enough. I 
know that the majority of people agree with 
you but lack the courage to come out in the 
open and stand up to be counted, but they 
will. God help us if we hadn’t got people like 
you. 

My grateful thanks to you, 
Yours sincerely, 
Rachel. 


Any responsible and __ properly 
accredited national journalist is welcome to 
examine, in confidence, countless letters we 
have received from pro-NF youngsters who 


have started to fight back. 


PARTY PHOTOGRAPHERS 
NEEDED 


The National Front needs a team of regular 
party photographers to be available to ensure 
that there is a pictorial record of major party 
activities and to photograph other subjects of 
news value for the party’s publications. Also 
there are a number of special projects on which 
the party is embarked which require good 
quality photographic backing. 

Professional photographers possessing their 
own equipment are the most ideally suited for 
these tasks. Nevertheless, amateurs with some 
experience and at least good quality cameras 
would be most welcome. 

The party will meet expenses of participants 
in this field who are engaged on any agreed 
party assignments. 

Wiil any members interested in helping in 
this field please contact NF Headquarters, 91 
Connaught Road, Teddington, Middlesex (Tel. 
01-977 4252). 


‘DON’T LET THEM 
INTIMIDATE YOU’ 
— Esther Sizer 


ESTHER SIZER was seen by millions of 
viewers of BBC TV news and readers of the 
Sunday Mirror sprawling in the gutter at the 
side of the NF anti-mugger march through 
Lewisham on Saturday 13th August. 

Miss Sizer, 72, was described by the 
BBC and the Sunday Mirror as “just an 
innocent bystander, hit by a missile in riot- 
ravaged Lewisham.” 

In fact she is a member of the National 
Front Camden Branch who has been going 
on NF marches for five years. 

Miss Sizer, a devout Churchgoer and 
former Conservative Party supporter, 
symbolises the resolution of the rank-and- 
file membership of the National Front not 
to be put off by violence against the NF on 
its demonstrations. 

“It doesn’t bother me,” she says. “‘Our 
boys can give as good as they get! I go on 
many NF marches. I was at the St. George’s 
Day march in Haringey a couple of months 
back so I am used to the violence. I was 
expecting trouble at the Lewisham march.” 

Describing the attack on her, she said: 

“TI was trapped against a brick wall as 
the mob burst through. My legs gave way 
and I ended up on the ground. After being 
picked up by two Policemen I sat on a wall 
at the side of the road. A Black rioter aimed 
a brick at me but he missed. 

“Then a young White rioter came up 
to me and said: ‘Now you see what can 
happen to Nazis, perhaps you will come over 
to our side.’ I told him to go away — that I 
was not a Nazi and that I was not scared. 

“Press reporters called to see me on 
the Monday following the march and I told 
them that the NF marchers had not been 
armed, but that I had seen murderous imple- 
ments used by Dr. Stockwood’s ‘Peace 
Marchers’.”’ 

“We must not allow ourselves to be 
intimidated by these Red thugs. The 
National Front is Britain’s last hope!” 


NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 


& CLUBHOUSE 


FOUR MONTHS TO 


RAISE £5,000! 


A final push to raise money for our new National 
Headquarters and Club House in London is now urgent. 
Members and supporters will have read in the press that we 
have only four months to vacate our present HO premises. 
So far we have raised £25,000. This is a magnificent 
achievement, but more must be done urgently. We must 
raise at least £5,000 in four months. This really is a time 
for sacrifice for the party. Not everyone can be active in 
the cause of British nationalism — but everyone can give! 
So please be especially generous in your donation to the 
Building Fund. 

In this period of unparalleled growth and progress 
for the National Front, all the stops are being pulled out 
against us. Violence and victimisation have been stepped 
up in a desperate bid to halt our young party. The eviction 
from our HQ premises is part of this campaign. Let’s show 
them, by making this great effort in support.of the Building 
Fund, that no amount of pressure and victimisation can 
intimidate members and supporters of the National Front. 
A secure and permanent Headquarters building of our own, 
plus club facilities for members and supporters, will be one 
of the greatest steps forward that British nationalism has 
taken. 


HOW YOU CAN HELP 


® Obviously, by making a straightforward donation, as 
much as you can afford. 

® You can also join the Building Fund Loan Scheme. Any 
amount which you loan (minimum £5) will be repaid in 
five years on production of the special souvenir receipt 
which is issued. 

® For enquiries about the property company, you should 
write to: The NF Finance Committee, 91 Connaught 
Road, Teddington, Middlesex. 


BRANCHES 


® How about a special collection at. your next Branch 
meeting in support of the Building Fund? If every Branch 
did that, we could raise thousands. 

® Or how about a straight donation from Branch funds? 
We know that you need to raise money for the General 
Election, but this project is vital for the future of the 
party. 

® Some Branches have been slow in raising loans and sub- 
mitting remittances and receipt stubs to Head Office. 
Promote the loan scheme at your meetings now and rush 
loans to HO as quickly as possible. 


£30,000 
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KATHLEEN MATTHEWS 


The Biology of 


Racial Discrimination 


THE self-acclaimed experts of race relations 
are confident, and determined, that different 
races can and will mix peaceably, cross- 
breed indiscriminately, and generally live 
together in harmony. The _ apparent 
difficulties encountered in this respect are 
due, it is asserted, not to any form of 
instinct but rather to attitudes — “deeply 
entrenched’’, they admit. 

If one asks where these attitudes are 
“deeply entrenched”’, the obvious answer is, 
in the brain. This argument may at first 
seem to be just a semantical one, but in fact 
the issue goes deeper than is supposed. For if 
the advocates of racial integration were to 
concede that “race hatred’ and 
discrimination were due to instinctive 
processes then they would have to admit to 
“blowing against the wind”. Their ideology 
of a free-flowing and harmonious multi- 
racial society would crumble and these 
same people would have to wake up from a 
pleasant dream and face the reality of a 
living nightmare. If on the other hand, racial 
difficulties are due merely to “wrong 
attitudes” then a good dose of the right kind 
of education should put that in order — 
meanwhile, the dream goes on! 

The fact that mankind’s history is one 
great rag-bag of racial and national conflict 
adds no weight to the argument that instinct 
is geared to aid group identity, its well- 
being and survival. Never in the past has man 
had such an opportunity to educate himself 
properly and appeal to his better judgement 
(so we are told!). 

On no matter which side of the 
argument one is placed, it must be admitted 
that, of all the creatues on this planet, man’s 
record is the most appalling when it comes 
to living in harmony with one another. 
Strange, that animals living largely by instinct 


Send 20p for information pack. 
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do not annihilate their own kind — except 
in rare instances. However, animals do 
possess, and make full use of, great dis- 
criminatory powers. Our nearest relatives 
of the animal world, the apes, do not intrude 
upon other groups of apes, territorially or 
otherwise, nor even upon other groups of 
the same breed as themselves. They do not 
interbreed with other breeds, nor do they 
permit other apes who belong to the same 
breed but a different group to mate with 
members of their own group. 

The main exception to this instinctive 
behaviour prevents excessive in-breeding: if 
lone animals have lived long enough away 
from their own group and have lost both the 
specific smell of their previous group and its 
cultural influence, they are allowed to enter 
a group of the same breed. This does not 
happen as a matter of course, for the 
stranger is usually rejected for quite some 
time before being allowed into the group — 
always alone and on the group’s terms. This 
helps maintain its identity and its culture. It 
is because of the instinctive application of 
this discriminatory behaviour that peace 
reigns in the animal world. 

Those human groups of the same race 
and language, and having a common religion 
and culture within their own distinct 
territories, have been the most contented 
and peaceful (for example, the gentle 
Tasaday people of the Philippine rain 
forests). Obviously, it is not always possible 
(indeed, it is often impossible) for 
populations to have their own territory, 
language and culture; but we can still make 
decisions which will either contribute to or 
detract from such group homogeneity. 

Anyone with a grain of sense knows 
that instincts can never be eradicated. True, 
to a certain extent they can be suppressed, 
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but they will then build up in force until 
their inevitable expression erupts in a violent 
and often perverted form. In a society where 
groups with different languages, cultures, 
religions and races are forced upon each 
other, disintegration and lawless chaos 
threatens. In such a society, where no 
territorial boundaries exist and where the 
groups must compete for the same resources 
(jobs, homes, recreational facilities etc.) 
aggressive and violent confrontation 
becomes inevitable. 

However, instincts will continue to 
operate and groups will consequently form 
their own ghettoes and no-go areas. These 
become part of the declared territorial areas 
of the dominant, most aggressive group in 
the region. Resources therein are felt to 
rightly belong to that group. ‘Outsiders’ will 
be intimidated, particularly in competitive 
situations. Obviously, as groups breed and 
expand, competition becomes fiercer, and 
greater territories and resources become 
necessary. 

Racial instincts are real and can 
neither be ignored, eradicated, nor com- 
promised. They can either be heeded, or 
warped onto the path of conflict, degener- 
ation and oblivion. 

The vital role of racial instinct in 
human society was described with great 
eloquence by Sir Arthur Keith in his classic 
The Place of Prejudice in Modern Civilis- 
ation. He wrote: “These instinctive likes and 
dislikes of ours, which I speak of as 
prejudices, have come down to us from the 
prehistoric world. They are essential parts of 
the evolutionary machinery which nature 
employed throughout eons of time to 
secure the separation of man into permanent 
groups and thus to attain production of new 
and improved races of mankind . . . This 
antipathy or race prejudice nature has 
implanted within you for her own ends — 
the improvement of mankind through racial 
differentiation. Race prejudice, I believe, 
works for the ultimate good of mankind and 
must be given a recognised place in all our 
efforts to obtain natural justice for the 
world.” 
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